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REMARKS 



Applicant has canity studied the outsttnding Official Action. The 
present response is intended to be fully pensive to all point, of rejection raised Lb, £ 
Examiner and is believed to place the application in condition for allowance. Favorable 
reconsideration and allowance of the application are respectfully requested. 

Applicant expresses his appreciation to Examiner Blaine T. Basom for 
the courtesy of an interview, which was granted to AppHcant, repressive. Sanford 
T Co,b (Reg. No. 26,856). The interview was held in the USPTO on September 13. 
2005. The substance of the interview is set forth in the Interview Summary. 

As noted in the Interview Summary, it was agreed that the proposed new 
claims appear to distinguish the Applicants' invention over MonteHese. However, 
further search and consideration is required. 

Applicant expresses his appreciation to Examiners Blaine T. Basom and 
,obn Cabeca for the courtesy of an interview, which was granted to A^lican* 
representative. Sanford T. Colb (Reg. No. 26.856). The intervtew was he d ,n the 
^ on ^11.2005. Tnesubstanceof the interview is set forth In the Interv.ew 

Summary. 

Claims 1, 7, 11-12. 23-25, 32-33, 49, 51-54. 57-60 and 79-80 stand 
rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as being anticipated by MonteHese (U.S. Patent No. 
6,281,878). 

Applicant previously amended claim 1 and the remaining independent 
claims as proposed at the January 11, 2005 interview, and amended the dependent 

claims accordingly. 

Claim 1, as amended, includes at least one lens as part of a single two 
dimensional sensor. MonteHese ("878) not only does not show or suggest proviso of 
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such a lens in a single two dimensional sensor, but teaches away from a lens, by 
specifying at column 6, lines 32-35 that: 

"For example, an object located to the left of the sensor will reflect light 
towards the left side of the sensor. An object located to the right of the sensor will 
reflect light towards the right side of the sensor". 

It is well known that lenses invert images. The very specific recitation of 
Montellese clearly demonstrates that no lens is employed. 

Accordingly, claims 1. 7, 11-12, 23-25, 32-33, 49, 51-54, 57-60 and 79- 
80 are not anticipated or rendered obvious by Montellese (U.S. Patent No. 6,281,878). 

Claims 2-6, 8-10, 13, 16-22, 26-29, 36, 41. 46, 50, 55-56, 61, 66, 71 and 
76 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Montellese, in 
view of Rafii et al (U.S. Patent No. 6.614,422). Claims 14-15, 30-31 and 62-63 stand 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Montellese, in view of Rafii 
et al, in further view of Kaelin et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,435,682). Claims 34, 37, 42. 47. 
67 72 and 77 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Montellese, in view of Rafii et al, in further view of Carau (U.S. Patent No. 6,266,048). 
Claims 38, 43, 48, 68. 73 and 78 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Montellese, in view of Rafii et al, in view of Carau in further v,ew of 
Nicolas et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,593,944). 

Kaelin et al describes an image projection system for generating an 
energy efficient output representative of the desired input image. The image projection 
system includes a light source positioning device for directing the light from a light 
source onto a spatial light modulator. However, Kaelin does not describe connectmg the 
projector to a sensor in order to input information into a computer system. Therefore, 
one ordinarily skilled in the art would not be motivated to combine the image projection 
system described by Kaelin with the devices described by Rafii and/or Dunton. Even .f 
one would be so motivated, the resulting system would still be limited to the use of 
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^menston.1 » as descried by HA or to . P™™"* f-— - 

by DuntOD. 

Cmu «t .1 describes "an Improve computer or PDA with . ejected 
^ ^ . project teybed... . a vi«ud Aboard". The system -aught by 
sense finger reflection, b, ustog two sensor device, — 

„» of du^imensiorou sense as described by RafU, or » using ma.gulat.on and 
plurality of sensors as described by Carau. 

Nicolas et A describes a melhod and an eleclronie sysBm for viewing a 
Web-P..e on a sn»i.-.i«d electee dispiay device, such as a PDA Hoover, the 
system and method described by Nichoias do no, inciud. proton - 
slac or sensing position or movement on a surface. He* on. of ojdttwys^i 
,„ *. ar, won* no, be modvated to combine the sys«m and medtod de*r*ed by 
Nicolas wid, ft. of M and/or O— Even if one slciUed in *° " 
motived to combine me d^lces, the msuhing combined d™* would *n b. M-* 
« 1 use of dn^dimensiow. sensors a, described by Rail, or » usmg «riang»la,lo» 
and a plurality of sensors as described by Carau. 

Therefore, none of the prior «. alone or to comblnafen shows or 
suggeas -a single two dimension., sensor comprising a, t-. one irdVarrf rUumitunor 
as recited in independent chums 1, 33, 36. 38. 41. 46. 49, 66. 71, 76 and 80. 

With reference to the above discussion, independent claims 1, 33, 36, 41, 
46 49, 66. 71. 76 and 80 an, deemed patentabie over d. prior art of record 
flmble rleonsid.ranon is resell, renewed. Claims 2-32, 34, 37-38, 42-4,^7- 
48 50-63, 67.68, 72-73 and 77-79 depend directly o, ultimately from U* above 
memloned independent cUims and rech. addidona. P*en»bla subject m*ter and 
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therefore are deemed patentable. 

Applicant has also added new dependent claims 81-85. Support for these 
claims is found in the specification in paragraphs 0173-0175, 0180 and 0184. Claims 
81-85 depend directly or ultimately from claim 1 and recite additional patentable subject 
matter and therefore are deemed patentable. 

In view of the fore g ™g ^narks and amendments, all of the claims are 
deemed to be allowable. Favorable reconsideration and allowance of the application is 
respectfully requested. 



y submitted, 




[ H. COHEN 

adas &. Parry LLP 

26 West 61st Street 

New York, New York 10023 

Reg. No. 20302 

Tel. No. (212) 708-1887 
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